THE CHUROCH JOURN.AL.

(8)(Teb. 18, 1875.

~——

GOSPLEL MESSIENGER,

NEW YOKK, FEBRUARY 18, 1875,

THE ILLINOIS ELECTION.

Th Diozose of Dlinois has seen fit ngain to throwa
solemn responsibility upon the general Church,  She
does so also with & rebake upon her lips to that general
Church, {r having before exercized a cauonical right, and
performed a canonical duty, in & way that did not please
Tllincis. She does more ; she comes with the namo of
her candidate and tells the Church beforchand thatit hae
no business but to aceopt him, that “ the consent of the
Standing Committees ” canonically required, means only
that (he Standing Comumittees aro to vegister the netsof
the Diocesn Couvention of Illinois!

Wo dwell ot on the fact that the canons of the Diocese
ware stretched to their utmost tension to allow the votes
of cortain olergymen whose ortinations even were within
the time of the actual »rsidence required by canon as
olorgymen ; n o ron the other fact that tho Constitution ap-
poars to bave been disrogarded in giving a seat to the
very gentloman who ongineered through- tho extraordi-
nury interprotation which admitted these clergymen, and
that it was his vote and that of another in the same con-
dition which gave ths Elect the one lay majority which
eleo.ed nim. Woe pass by the rulings which forbade pro-
taats, aud went all ono way, and the appoiutinent of a
one-s ded partisan committee to draw up the robuke to
the House of Deputies, and the spub beforehand to the
S:anding Committees.

The minority scem to have had no rights which the
mejoiity {(und that o bave majurity of doubtinl constitu-
tionality) were bound to respect. Legal matters (and
they have been prominent matters in Illinois,) have not
besn yo well oxdired there, n3 the outcome shows, ns to
give unshaken confidence to Illinois interpretations ot
oanon law.

But setting all aside, we cannot sny we are sorry that a
fair and square issue has, by the nction of the Diocese,
be ‘n place.l before the Church.

It was hoped thut the last Convention had settled the
tone and status for us for some time to come. The
Ch rch was prepared quie ly to accept the settlement, and
turn to her work. Illinois has seen fit—or the majority
there—to unset le the whole maiter; to disturb the
cim of Lent with questions of law and canon, and sus-
p.cious dootrine, and 5 rebuke the Church of which the
Diocese is o member,

Batthore 1s this s tisfaction, that the issue now is clear.
Ia teclinin; to sizn the testimonials of Dr. Soymour, the
House of Daputieshad cn'y to go upon deductions, Dr.
8 ym wur had puvlis-ed nothing. Thero were no writ-
t n w.rds of his whioh staied.-his doetrine, Yt wasu
0. o, ufter oll, of nosci-ur a socirf, *

In thu present cae there is nothing doubtiful, ‘Tho
quastion is one whul y of doctrine, Apart from that, one
may conce le, while smiling at the very extravagant lan-
gage of h's eutogists in the Convention and out of it,

hatb taer - are many traits in the Elect’s character which
w ull be useful in the Eoiscopate,

Lhe questiom, f r.unately. is freed from all complica-
tio 18 of » personel s.rb. It is the bare, bald question of
doct.ine, avowel, maintained, defended ; pressed on oc-
casi ns fit and unflt, in prieate snd in publie, in pamph-
lets, speeches, sermons, and on the floor of Convention,
waerever « hearing can be obtained ; bolily sometimes,
@ 1d boldly in its vffen-ive nakedness ; plausibly and sub-
ty, waeu that s:emed best; bub always pressed as the
o Gospal which tue Elect of Illinois has seemed to

th nk he was scnt to presch to a Church which has for-
gouten it.

It is n )t tht ke holls it as a speoulative opinion. He
holds it with the almost fanatical intensity of a propa-
gandist, and whi e pressing it on the youne who are un-
der his controi in the confessional or the school, presses
it equally in season and out of season, so that it is no-
tica.ble .hat, let the text be what it will, the secrmon al-
ways comos rousd to the Eackarist and the preacher’s
viswsabouti.

Tue General Convention just risen declined to allow
th : cousecration of a man suspected of holding Eucharis-
tioc Adoration, It passed n camon with almost entire
uaaninity condemaing such ndoration.

Tor the champion of that adoration, in one he'd, un-
hesitating, able and favatical defender, who has plausi-
bly explaned, ard subtiy reasoned, but who haa never
taken back tho d Lib.rate utterance flung as a challenge
in t 0 hall of the Couvention three years ngo, Nlinois
now asks a Mirol Cun the Church efford to stultify
hers. If to her own children and the community, by grant-
ing the request ? Cun sho afford to say and unsay, play

;
fast and looso with human conseiences and her own moral

sonso and consistoney, at the bidding of nen who are
detormined to drive everything to extremos ?

Iu 1871 the House of Bishops, to a Church distracted
by these questions, issued « Pastoral, as nsual, It was
snid to have been written by the Bishop of Albany—high
onough surcly for the highest Churchman, Aball events,
liko all Puastoruls, it was the unanimous utterance of our
Chiof Shepherds. In that Pastoral of the doetrine of
Eucharistic Adoration wo read :

Tho doectrine which chielly attempts, as yot, to oexpress
itsolf by ritual in quostionablo and dangerous ways, is con-
nceted with tho IToly Eucharist. That doctrine is, em-
phatieally, a novelty (n theology. What is known as « Eu-
charistic Adoration™ is undoubtedly inculcated and encour-
aged by that ritual of posture lately introduced among us,
which finds no warrant in our ¢ Ofilco for the Administra-
tion ot the oly Communion.”

Although men may, by unlawful reasoning on Divine mys-
teries, urgue thomselves into an'aceoptanco both of the prac-
tico and tho doctrine which it implies, these gremost certuinly
wunauthorized by Holy Scripture, entirely aside from the pur-
poses for which the IHoly Sacrament was instituted, and
most dangerous in thelr tendencies. 'To argue that the splir-
itual prosence of our dear Lord in the Holy Communion,
for the nurture of the faithful, is such a presence as allows
worship to Him thus and there present, is, to say the very
least, to bo wiso above that which is written in God’s Holy
Word. For tho objects of this Holy Sacrament as therein
rovealed, are, first, tho memorial bofore God of the One
Sacrifice for sins forover; and secondly, the strengthening
and vofreshing of the souls of the faithful, Morcover, no
onoe can fail to see that it s tmpossible for the common mind
{o draw the line between tho worship of such an undefined
and mystorious presence, and the awful orror of adoring
tho elomonts thomselves. Whereforoe, if a feacher sugnests
this error by act or posture, hie places himself iv antagonisin
to the doctrino of this Church and the teaching of God’'s
Word, and puts in peril the souls of men. In the pres-
once, thereforo, of this danger, we call upon the ministers
and members of the Chureh to bear in mind, that while
thoy should always cherish and exhibit that true and genu-
ino reverenco which devoutly recognizes **tho dignity of
the Holy Mystery, and tho great peril of the unworthy re-
ceiving thereof,” yot it §s the bounden duty of each one to
deny himself the outward expression of what to him may
be only reverenco, if that expression even seems to inculeate
and encourage superstition and idolatry.

The Elect of Illinois is the zealous, avowed, and alnost
fanatical champion of this very Adoration, which the
Bishops say  puts in peril the souls of men,”

In the same Pastoral, speaking of the Confessivual, the
entire American Episcopacy declares

The Church permits, and offers to her children, the open.
ing of their griefs In privato to somo minster of God’s
Word. But she does nol make this the 7irst resort; sho does
not provide for its frequent recurrence or uniform praclice;
she does 2ot imaposo it by ecclesiastical ordinance ; sho does
not hold or declaroe it necessary for the forgivoness of sins,
or for the attainment of high degrees of spirftual advance-
ment; nor does she connect with it blessings which can be
secured only by its observance, She stnply offers and com-
mends this privilego to those of her children who cannot
quiot their own consciences by self-oxamination, immediato
confessfon to God, with faith in Christ, ropentasce, and
restitution, Wherefore, to make this seeking ol comfort
and counsel not exceptional, but customary; not freo, but
enforcod (if not by actual law, a¢ least by moral obhgation
and .spiritual necessities), is 1o rob Christ's provision of its
mercey, and to change it into an engine ot oppression and a
sourco of corruption, History demonstrates this, The ex-
perionce of families, and even of nations, shows that tke
worst practical evils aro inseparable from this great abuse.
‘To pervert the godly counsel and advice which may quiet o
disturbed counseienco, into the arbitrary direction which
supplants tho conselonco, is Lo do anay with that sense of
moral responsibility under which every man ¢ shall give ac-
count of himself to God.”

The Elect of Illinois habitually hears confession, and
uses his position to make it ordinary and customary
among those under his charge. He defends it, advocates
it, and encourages in all ways in his power 1ts practice.
He put himself squarely on the record in this respect in
his speech before the Council of Wisconsin, when he
was o candidate for the Episcopate in that Diocese. The
Confessionul with him is not to be excused, but to be de-
fended and propagated.

The Pastoral goes on to speak of books, and especially
Bouks of Devotion, and maikes this declaration :

As fostering tendencios, of which we regret to sce any
tokens among us, we must not fail {0 point out the dangers
anising from dovotional and doctrinal books, alien in their
character to the whole splrit of our Liturgy, which have of
late years been {nsidiously mulliplied in England and Ameri-
ca. Such works are chiefly borrowed from sources confoss-
edly hostilo to our commuanion, and tend only to weaken
and undermine the loyalty of our pecple, and especially of
our youth, to the primitive yaith and worship of our Church.
Moreover, let it be borne in mind that the rich treasury of
o'\r own devotional authors is full of ali things that mtnis-
ter to edilication; while the inspired Psalter, and other
Holy Seriptures, too little studied by most of us in this age
of hurry aad unrest, leave wholly without excuse this dispo-
sition to seek such alds to devotion as we here polntedly
condemn.

The books just mentioned are not the only ones against
which our people must be warned. TPublications are scat-
tered through our parishes, the whole aim of whick s to un-
dermine the legitimate authority of the Chief Pastors of the
Church, to inculcate irreverence, to stir up strife, to excite
suspiclon, to advocate * the factious maintenance of ground-
less oplnions,” and to lead to division and to schism. It
was the solomn coungel of St. Paul *to mark those that
nauso divisions " in the Church, and to avold them and their
teaching.

The Elect of Hlinois makes no concealment of tho cir-
culation and defenco of books which contain invooations
of tho Suints, preparations and forms for Sacramental
Confession. Books “alien to the whole spirit of our Lit-

urgy,” he both distributes and has defended in public
prints, .

The issuo is thus fairly bofore tho Churoh. Can our
Bishops afford, by accepting the choico of Tllinei, to
stultify their deliberate solemn warmings, to play fast
and loose with the consciences they have undertaken to
guide, and for which bofore God they are responsible,
and to overturn all confidonce in their own consistency
and in the fixity of their own convictions ?

Can the Standing Committees ask thom to do 80 ? Can
they propose to them such deliberato solf-contradiction ?
We put the matter plainly. ‘Cheve is here no question
of chatncter. Tho question is of doctrine. It is whether
the Church knows her ownmind from year's end to year's
end, whether her most solemn utterances are anything
but idle breath, whether she knows her own menning
and purposes, and hias any hand upon her own helm ?

There is but one word that necds a reply. It is said
the Church has no right to object against a candidate for
the Episcopacy what she tolerates in o priest.

The reply is that there is not a Diocese in which the
open avowals on record of the Elect of Illinois would not
be o bar against the ordinetion of any dencon or any
priest. Tho Elect himself, had he avowed such views at
the time of his ordination to the Priesthood in Wiscon-
sin, would. not have * passed * hig examiners, nor wonld
the hands of Xemper have given him his Commission,
Has the Church changed, or has he? It 1s one thing
to mercifully decline to prosecute, another thing to ele-
vate to the Episcopacy, and so subscribe to the doctrines
of one ageinst whose views the unanimous Episcopate
and the whole Church bears testimony.

‘Weo make no apology for fullilling our duty as Church
Journalists. It i n disngreeable one, and one from which
flesh and blood shrink. Could we have followed our
own wish, we would long since have been out of the ne-
cessity. But Divine Providence has ruled it otherwise,

The Church’s Lent has been rudely invaded by the
shorp challenge of Illinois, the flat definnce, and the
summons to answer in Chicago for her actions in St.
John’s chapel last October. She might have been spar-
ed this. But it is not the Churel’s fault that she must
stand for consisteney, truth, and peace, in Lent as at all
times,

That the Church desires to do everything possible for
the Diocese, is very certain. She has bad a tender feel-
iug toward Illinois since the necessary disappointrent
Inst Autumn. It isa matter of intense regret thav Illi-
nois has replied to that feeling by challenge which is al-
most a threat.

There never wag so solemu an issue laid befare the
Church. Personal feelings must be put out of the ques-
tion. The matter must Le decided prayerfully and in
the sight of Glod, as responsible to Him alone, and not to
any man or any Diocese. On its decision rests the fu-
turo well-being, not of the Church in Illinois, but of the
Church in this whole land for years to come. Lot us all
carry it on our hearts to the altar, in these days of peni-
tence and prayer.

DR. HAWKS ON THE QUESTION OF TO-DAY.

In the course of our American Church history, four
persons, who have by Diocesan Conventions been chosen
for the office of Bishop, have failed to obtain the sanction
of Standing Comaittees, or House of Clerical «nd Lay
Deputies.

In all the history of these transactions, never onco has
the right of rejection been questioned until within the
last twelve months And now we are coolly informed
that tho General Convention or Standing Committees
have no right to reject the papers—they must pass them,
and that such was the intention of the law-makers.

We turn to Dr. Hawks’ work on the Coustitution and
Canons of the Church in the United States, It will prob-
ably not be thought too much to assert that he know
sonaething about the laws of the Chuareh, and the inten-
tions of the law-malkers—possibly as much as some, who
as canobists, are not quito as widely known as he,

In giving the history of the Constitution, he sums up
seven particulars refained by each Diocese under the Con-
stitution, and five points surrendered by the Dioceses
when they adopted the Constitution of the American
Church. Among the rights which he says the Dioceses
very clearly relained was ¢ 2, to elect their own Bishop.”
Under the question ** What did they surrender 2* he re-
plies

“2. They surrendered ihe right of having the Biskop
whom they might elect, consecrated withoul the assent of the
Churech at large.”

Before proceeding further with this subject, in view
of a threat uttered at the late Illinois Convention, we
quote another passage under this samo head, Dr. Hawks
places it first. The Dioceses surrendered

1. Such exercise of independency as would permit
them to-withdraw from the union at their own pleasure,
and without the assent of the other Dioceses.”-~Contribu-
tions, &c., pp. 9, 10.

In commenting upon the provisions for confirming the
ghoice made by the Diocese, Lo ays, after describing the



